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4. 198] ' ftcrft, ^[SHTR, ftdHI 27, 2002/3Tlf^R 5, 1924 

No. 198 | NEW DELHI, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27,2002/ASVINA 5,1924 


muimth vif^ppr 0 ! 

aarfVpEj^n 

^ f^ft, 27 ft-ldHl., 2002 

71. <4 t ^qyV 8/2002-g444t.— HPlMdd 1963 ( 1963 ^ 38 ) 41 9F1 48 9FT TTTtT TTfsiTOI TOR TO4 

ip. Hgl'-Hd ysfjr* 9TfTOTO u.d^RI ft-F-T BlKVIlpR ftfqT 4%? ftt W 7JTO 97 14449 TOT ftft4 TOT TOf ft 

wm qn 3794199 toft % \ 

_ 

FTTOift 4i4pft/8/2002-4414 


^<*4Rh 4vh Rim (44441) 


arr^gj 


3TT£?T 

(RTcNR, 2002 % 204 mftcT) 

TO *TT*rc4T ftf97 44ft ftt 97 ftwffftl <Ft 4 ft 7TTO 4 Ifftftlftd TOW '-HTTf (4t<441) 4 WIW 

HWId 7] TtsfffeRT 11 

1.2. 44441 4 TOfcTRT TPT^T 4 7TTf%77 ft?97 97 FTT 7 ; 97 ft TOTT7 97 9997 <1443 4/ ftp 55/- TO9 

i44 41.9. 9T97p95 97 ftrtTffft to4 gn wtotf fftro t\ 44441 4 97pftf 4 ttwiw 44ft w 4 ,7799 97799 4, 

TRfTTPT TOpftl 4 10% ?jfft 99 9777T9 fftTO 4 I dddpll, TTlftTOl 9997 ftt TOTTTfftT WSJTO 97 ft 37977R 9997 
44^ ft ftp 61/- wq qft 7ft Z. 9797pg> 97 99 MU fft9T tru $ \ 

2 . 1 . 44441 4 3pt4 hwn 4 ftroiftiftm 7^59 gr4 994 t :- 

(i). 9 ft 1998 4 qroft 9R ?7i 9779 4 ftfTO if 9ft ftpi w <971 ejfft 977 totf ^ hrfI $\ cr 

*ll9J9 q^f efl ^Tlft-Tq TOP 9991 94 31^,41 '79' 4 37tfH TO 9691 9991 97 fTT*], TO-TOrr 

3lftftlfft*9 Tfftft WT 4 d'H^d 957 0.3% Tf^lTjc-q git 97 4 T 9T99p95 97pT fftqi 997 777 1 


3011 (M.'jniP 


(1) 
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(ii), rctT^rR RY YTFJ *Y% cRRRR 230/- WTT? ETfcT 41.R. RTRYJ?*F RY Tf^pf^TcT R4 11 ^TF ^ (RR 
3TTRTY RY RYJcT rD w4 RT?4) 3T-R WRf r4 R4 HH r 4 'E>'4 REYEsR 

ry r 4 gcTRi 4 r^r arfinp 11 

(lii). 4. YRYYTTFR ^SY^tvT ($feRT) 4444^ (RYTSTT^H) 4 ERR 4 3Tg4R fcfTRT t ffc RfflTY 4 r4s r 4 
F4 ’TFT 3TgYj41 V % 3 Te4r Re?? WRf RY FTFJ ‘3FWT 3lf4f4ft^ r4'% y*R ^ 

RTY% ?Ye 4 fcTR 42/- YoRR nf4 4f.R. ETR^YRT RY foerfflcT E>t WR I 

(iv) . Elf-Rd WRY RR*TT ETcT 4, FEW EcfRTR ETRgE* RY 55/- YTRR RfrT 41 .E. ftofftd r4 e4 #1 

FTT Ran % 3TTe4* 4 4ETY EcETE r 4 RldgERT RY w4 RTcY R>t W^oRT RY 4 WT r41 e 4 
YTWft, ERE 4 r4eY tJeIr % fc-TR ElRld WRY RY E&TT cRP; 55/- YYRR Ef4 41.E. RTEYfE* RY 
f4trff4r wy4 w ryyttr 1%et 1 1 

(v) . 4141 <4 & wt41 414 rtyt fyt yt4 ry 55/- ytrr rItt 41 .e. R>t RYYTTftrr RTEg?E> ry rrIerr* 

3TTEJTY RY 3TgElftTT r 4 R# «4 f% EYETf4cT rIeeR 4> 4RR (4rYT R>1, 2001 % E<RR YR c T T g & RkR 
40 YEYEE5E 5FT414 RTYT MgREfd f&R w4 r 4 ERTEET 4t, EYg RF RYYTTR RY^rT WFf e4 
YTT4yR YTRT W?"Rdd Riff f%RT RET) RRTRfFT EEr* ETfa*YU| ’ W 3TgRtRE RTRT ftTRT RTTRRT I 
RFTRrR E^ERT RTfJTWYR RTYT ETREr* RY f4erff4r Wf4 4 EcE5T 3TEY YTf4 W, Rft ^ 4t, 
RRTRRR RYJcRi ElftWRT RTYT ETYYT % YFEER 4 3H4?I R4 3Tf4gRET Yfff cTt4y^ 4 15 f^4f % 
3T^RY RfcRrPTRT RTYT '^RdM 14 tR w4 W RYcTTR f^RTT RRT «RT I 

2,2. 414141 % Rrrrft 44 4 144* 3 rrry, 2001 4 ytw-r 4tirt 91 rtyt ?yt ryyttr r 4 3iR,R>ft?T f%RT an l 

3. rtetttr, 44441 4 3tr 4 f^Rf* 13 ryr 4, 2002 4r rr rtyt ftt Rrf4w^T 4 3 4 rry, 2001 4 ri^fr 4 
4fRY 4-fte Rff RTRYfFR) RY f4tTff4T *y 4 % fcTR 3r-p4RR 44 r4 41r r4 r4 «4 I 

4 . f^RTY-fcpryf f4yff4r RftrRT % sfjrtcrr 4, 44441 w ryyttr f44ra ytr^ YjYcrTarl/ rytr RRlrfRarl r4 

Rffr4lf4 YTYanM *1 RRRft f4wf44f % feTR RflRlfe-RT f^TRT RRT an I RFT4 RTRT f4*Rf44f W YTIY f^tRfc-TffelR 

t :- 


YJYffelflR 4 try rtTr yfIryI rwf f^y^I (44444131 t4) 

iRY 3TRYR) W^4 RIcI 3TTRRT PfTRT RTTcTT t 34 y Rf4 RT^4 RTeT r 4 3TffeRP YiIeTR % 4pY4 4 rTY 

7 r YRTR 4 Rf^RfcTR f^JRT RTTRT 4 4f ^TT RY RTRYJ/dR RRTY 3TRYR5 4 WT RYJeT W4 YTTl%R | Rg RRW 
Riff RFET r 4) f4RT RRT t f% 4 fR 1 RY RY 3TTRT?T f%RT RRT t, R^ RYl4 WT r 41 Ff YTW4 I 

4o TYTYcTTiJcT F¥Y^4 r (TfYT3n^cR) . 

(i) . r4 rtr 4 f4YRmr 4 3 Tr 4 f441 ytrr rrt *Try ^Rte w Rf4nrR ry 4 f4n/ 1350/- rrr nf4 

4f.R. W YTRR RFf 4 EYt 4 W (RTY 4 RTY) 3JRRTR f^RT W YRT ^ 314? Rt4yct Y1RR %ReT 5 f^R 

#1 

(ii) . RRR RamjcR RTRY],R* ry ryjrT wr YRT an, RrlftT r 4 1998 4 44441 4 4f4R wry ^4te % 

Ram RTYfcT RY 230/- YWR Rf4 41 R. Rft*f4T?T f%RT RRT RT I RYJyT R>1 R^ RTRYfeR RY 3TffenE 
a4 3ftT FYlfeTR ?Y1% RYCTTR YFp" RTYT 41 4f4?f R4f 1%RT RRT eR I RR 3TR YRJR RFf 4 RfRY 
4r4f rUrrr ^4 4rtrrt w rrt ^trt yft t, r?i4 rtryjyr rrty r^r re 411 
(lil). 3IRI RFTRYR4 4 r4f 41y 3Tc4r RT^3i1 is fcTR RTRYJ^-R) RRTY YTRTR tl ?4 f 34y fYRTR r 4 
RTRY^dR RY 35/- YRTR E% 41 Z. f^Rff^T 4 R^ tl Tjf^T, 3T^4 f RT^ $ fcR? *1^ RY f4f4f^R 
r4T t FnfdTR wry t4545-,4 41 3r 4?^R7 eng 4f4 ^ wyr 35/- ytrr nf4 41 z. 41 r41 ry 
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47J4T 44 RTR I STT?) R5l4f 4$) armRTT^) 45) 4<y4T f4c4RT art? RTR 4>) arfcrf^R 4 R ?h n ? art? ?RTR 
ftc^TT I 

(iv). RcfarR 4?) $> hpt 4 aicrt* eng % frR 4>)^ 4 ? ftqfftcr £, stt^r s?r4 wr 

t) 44r? % fcR ‘3 trwt arfafrfcre q?tj34% m tt ctt^i 42/- m; irfcT 4) .4. w?j^ 47 

foqffor 45?4 m ar^rter 4) f^rr en i 

(V). RTSTJcRf 4? 47JH 45?4 4? r 4RTR 4 '3RR45) 3ft? TR^Rt)' 4? 3TEf)R TTTf^cT 444? 45) q4)frcr 45?4 
4? fcR RFTRtRT R4R45 RTf^RROT 45) ?4> 3fKn44R JR^rT f4RT TT4T £l f H fg R . 44R? t)R 5 % 
fe-R 5 ?t 45 4«4 RTeT RlPsd 4RR? 4 )) 4T4?£?45 4? tR, Rtf¥ ??T RT4 55/- ?RR Rfb 4) .4 
ftqffar # vi t, ftrar? zft ffcn ^n trrtt I 

(vl). R7T4 45) «RR^t, 2002 4? 4)?PT 4f4cT f^R RTJ 1000 4) .4. 4? RflaRT 4 )r?ut 4> foR 55/- RR 
RfcT 4).4. 4?) 4? 4 RTJH f^R RR qRTfcR? 4>) 3TcT? ?44 t 4TR7T 45?4 4>T f44?T ftTR RR I 

yftnH tfaR 3ffw Tpfatf XT® ?T?^) (3n^7#Fft3n^) 

?7t 4 '45TR? T?^«' % fcR 55/- 7R? RfcT 4) .4. EH7?J445 fttrfftcT 4>?4 % 4HM) 4> RTcfR 44 TRfB-f^ j%R 

a 

3ff?r ^ftRn xt^n 3rfn> ipfa?f tts ?rr^ (rt3ntf4t?)t3n^) 

(i) . eitF art? a?i1? 4rtrt engart 4> vjztjz^ rrf? trrt £ art?, jRrfcR, 45fq? fztz 4? fcR 4) R)f 

3fk ?7RT?r 44 R45RRTR 4? 35/- ToRt/ Rf^r tft.R qy ftpR? fW RT TRcTT tl 

(ii) . <bTR7 ^RR 3?crtK tirg t I ^Rt, cRt % RTR rt 3Rfte qr^ % fcR EJTc^TJcRJ R7 R^i 

rfl R# t, WfcR RjfR? 4it '3FRRI arf^Tt^R cfT^arV^ 7R rt cPftfcT fW RR, f^TRi 

fe-R 42/- 7RR RfcT rtt.R. RTfJc^ faqff^rt fcRTT RRT 11 
(ili). 7TTf%?T 7PTR7 RT 'EJRTJ?^, 4RR7 XPT RR7JcR5 f^qfRrT RRrt W afTETR -T^f rrt TRhTT, 

7TTf%R 4RR? R5T RrffRiRT ftRlfer tl RRR rt 3I«ITrt^T ^RTRtRT R?^-^ RTf?74RRT % 
foTWreflR # I 

(iv). ^Irtttff % RTERR ?f 4RR? '/RtR RR cftfTR RfTcR-I 4>RR RTcTfcTRRTT sRI RRRT qfc cRFTfT 

RRr ?rtrtt I 

(V). ctffR? R5T RRT7 35/- 7RR RfcT rtt.e. f^TqfftcT RRrt 4R 4. RTTa/T^H cpT 3T^7fq 

OTtftTrRtRf 4 I RR 441 cFft^RT RTRR 4?) tj?r RtTR t art?, WfcR, TrtrtfR? ftRT RR I 

aftTP ?f^7R f^RRT (XJR3Tr^R3Tr^) 

TRra) •) % rtttr r? ftRrt?qT q?rt f I 

5.1. frtfim RrTR R?rtRr3TT 4 RTRff ^Nt^t 45) Rfcl^jfe TJ’&prj % ?5R 4 44) 4) I 

5.2. 4)4)4) rt RfijTT? 4 f^R-rf^rfeq rt 4 4^4) f > 

(|). 4 r 4 JRT^T 4rt r4 4rT R4Rr 45?4 4) eTFm R? ax)? RTRT? RR RRR 45? TRcTT t, 5?T f)T^T7T R? 

3TTqrf)rT £ I 7R RTRT af4?r R^f t f^5 4RI 44 r4 RR4RR5 R? TrRr RtTR ^3 f^R 3R??f RTTTTcI 
FrtTTI 

(ii). 3fraTcT ?J44? art? ?R4J RTR?f) 7T745T? 4>) 4 rR ■ £i RTR % RR?T~R R? f^5?f) 4) 

RR5T? 4 f?r4 44f4cr r4) # I 
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(iii). R? <t«r viHcft ft Rfacr Rift ft f% ai^R Rrrftt' 4 afrr ar^ft? RTcjaft 3 ft err^r; 

RRTTTRTeI ft, 3Rtf% WrFfi ft ftRT TIRTH 35?ft 3ft FREW, 717RWT 3tk 33Eff 3ft Rnn 

f^-f^m ft1 FTTfcTR, FltF 3fH swirl 3ft VIcr.oTP 37 ) 3ft cJrHl WR ftftTs % THR 35?RT TjfrRRif 
Rift ftl 

iiv). *nrf%cT 35(37 3 ft rtfrjfrt rt 55/- tftr srfcT Eft.?. f^rertf^cr 357 ft ^ r^rtr Rft 1997 3 it?rft 

RrRf erttt ft RRftRrT 37 37 31TRTftrT «4T I FTlfcTR, RF RTRT 1% 7T35 37 TE flqqft ft f%ftt Eft 
3337 ft fhm RftER ft I 

(v). 3ftR7 ftftte 3ft RF35 wff VFTCR 5jR3ft err^rt 37 3 ft 230/- trir qfft ftt.R. (0.3% rrte^r 
R7 3TTRlficT) ft 3W 357 55/- 75RR Rfft Eft.?:. 357ft 33 RTdM WR fTTT TT^tR TRPTR ft 3JRT7 3ft 
TEWT 3ft Ufafofad 357RT ft1 3ft7 aifa35 35ft) 357ft 33 aT'jftU STRfftcT ft 3Rff% fTlft FTTETrft 3ft 
RFJF-ft ft ftfft RTFft RTW 3ft Rlftciv't ft RRft 3TTRfttl 

(Vi).’ RrPT FT7T RTJFj f%R rr aftftRJ RRTft 3ft RTR71 3>7ft % fc3R S7f RTffePFTW gTTT mmfr^ ERT7T 
arfferftTRET, 1963 3ft RT7T 48 3ft? 49 % RRRtft % TfftR ft f^R ert ffttrftcf 33 RTFW f%RT ERTR I rf 
SRI RTfftRRTJT gTTT aTftfttftd 37 ft* 31TETT7 R7 f%RT 3TTR | 

f ?7r RTRft 3ft ftRTR TfTRlft 6 3JR, 2002 3ft ftftftftl ft 3TTRtfrm 3ft 3^ eft | ft 

f>3fcT%cT fftftRH f%R RR ft :- 


qtffaftfaT RrW ertti (TfWtet) 

(i) . ETRR7 ftvfe % fcfR Rirft 0.3% ReR EJ^R 3ft 37 ft RTJcflf ft RTlft ftl 3 J 230/- 7WR fffft 

Eft.3. Rfft35fdm ffcRT TTRT ®4T, ft?rft 3ffft?? TprSTf RRT «4T I $ft 55/- 7TOR Rfft Eft.3. 3Hft 33 
RTrTTR ft)RT ET3T, dlfft) -WXrllSR f37^tvT (rjft'ftf^d) fft W Rrft % ^ 4 R tpj RRft-R ^d Rl ft 
3T7T ftlRT317n ftaT 71% I 

(ii) . _ FE1 ETT3TT E^ % Rift ft ETETf 3ftft I 3IET^ TRETPR Tftftcm % f^TR fEJ fftftfftrl f%RT 3R 7T3>r1T ^ I 

ft. TTHTycT (R7T3TT^R73) 

(0- 55/- TiRR RfrI Eft 3 E1T37[c3? 3TR 3113^31 3 ft 7 ^- 7437 # I fft 33 ft 7TR3) 3^373 ft RTTft 

TTJRt r%tr 1 qftj, ftftfftft 3R RTrTTR 7ftt31T7 f%R 3frft R7 RF FRlft fcTR f%7ft 77T7 ?T31 ^(rEftEi^ 

Ft 3TTRER I 

(ii). FEf 7ftF3T33> (7^37) TtRR % ftRR 3TRftt f%RTT? RtRTRTart % tM ft ftftftftt % 71T7T ettrt RFlft 

% RTft ft RTTf 3T7 713Rt ft I errt E|T 3ft fRI ERR7«R 3ft 3TT TTRlftt ft I 
(ill). 3133 Eft FR RTRT E|3: % $^ 3 , ft| rf FRft aiERidqR ft ft| 3 TRft TftrftER R31 RrftWT 3Rt 3ft 

3TTR? 

7. F7T •• Flft 3ft 33ftRTftt % 3T7P7 R3 jR %1 Erft rrr tjejrt ^ ft ^ftjft £ ._ 

(I). ^tfttftt 3ft EfiRR^RJ aTEJTJEft ft 3ftR7 ftftfe ^5 f | ftftt ft, fR 3Tg % 

ER'e^c3> 33 ejttrtr RTR7I^35 -REj^ft % aiRf^re RRftR % 3TEftR 1%RT ERT TFT ft I 1^, TJR 
31R%6S etr r?| RBREJoR RTR7J331 37 R^cl 31^135 ft, ITlfrRR 7fftft?ft ft 3?fR7 %ft)F % fcRR fftf^l d 
Rfft RR rtrr^^ R 7 3R RTrTTR f%RT ft | & 

(ii). ftftftftt % RTrTTR ft 1W 3ft R^ ^Ejfft ft rrj r^THT ft f% RTianftRTT RF3T R7^3lt' 3ft Rft % 

ETTR ft RRFW 3TRf%E? R7 ft fclTrTTT 357 33R7 ftftftf % frTR 42/- 75RR Rfft Eft.3, V T?R (T3> 37 
ffttiffin 357ft 33 er^fter 357rTT TFT ft I RF TRe? Rftt ft f% 3ftR7 ftfttF 3ft RF^ 37^ % 77R ft 
REff^TR f%RT 5RT TTRTrTT ft SffeTRT Rftf | 57? 3(33 % RTRRJE3, ftTft f7tlf% ft ErTFRJTRT 3TEJ7jftt 3ft 
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q3 3TqFTFT FfacT JlcftcT f 3) F)?TT FF qqg qS) fa?N qfafe FTT^ faq FF) % 
faq WWlRid ?)l 

(Ili). qqrqrfarF A yiqgc-F fftt FqjF qfat 3> qqfaq t) pt)f 3))q sfatF qqgsr) fa fftp fpp) fa 
ftf 3TRT FcTF FTPO) A RFfacT qfa% FT Ffafa faFT 11 3rfaFTffa FF 3 FF qfaf Ffa qqrfFT t 
fa ff q^fa 3r ^r*r£T 3 faff) fstf FTfatfa) ^tyt fa^ Ffaqrrffa 3 t3f faFT fft ti ar^r ftpi) 
3 3 ft f)ft ffTp ftf #1 ff% stpttft, ff^ ffp) arw?f qq ff mfiras^rr w gq>T 3 fa 
54VJ,cr<^ fatjfajT fa HM* 'tfacqFTq, R^id faq ^fe^faT WRrfaf qq qtft+PTM fa qpffa # (faq 
p)3 FT%q); faq fatfl f 3 ffatq fa q3, q'ft'flMl'l FtFT 3TT^I<i)cf> Fjf) % ("Tiff F) qpfttft) I 33) ffafcT 
3, 31413) 3 q|e^ircf) fa qqjPT eft'll•) 3> faq fa6^Tft faq 3lfa6grft fa 'H-HM ERTcTFT qq 'fd*1l 
3Tiqs(t((p HcOa Flft sldl I 

(iv) . tncr^j qq FgeT qrfa % qFfaq A FTfapr faqq 3r f^fft % ft 3 3 qqT3TT£qpT otf qqgq 

3T*FT3qF qq rj«PF FFTp) % WT 3 eftlfaqiif) fa ^TT qfa 11 FF FPTc) 3, fafaffarcT FTRa)) fa FF 
H[fa‘^>'l u l V^TSfl^FT % ar^lclq'l fa tffa cft-icll t) faq faqx rfal'S fa FcfqpT 41cge-eft qq fa 
Rfat tbp) gvr arfa^i ^?n ^ I q^g, g^f % qiPcft ^ fa^q Fiff ^ ^ qTRT 

■fa^n' % FRtrr ff qTfacft-i'Ji qpfaf qq sfcm ^>q ffatTR ^nff w( ^wti !pr f^-ifa % 
frrjct, *nf%?r qyfqR ^ pqgxF qRr ^z qfa^r ^ farq % qggq^f ^ Trrqp-q 

g^fferq gqtft qpic-f ^ w^t qFc^ ^ qwiq fam # i qwfaer hift Ff^rFr % 3Ttf)q 

fH % qTqqjq, q«qq % faq qTFgpF qq grpf) Ff ararfer 55/- wrq qfh *ft.F. q^ft T^ft l 

(v) . arq^ q?q/fi'i ^ ^Wfa) 3 cfa fam t fa FfcnfacT qq ^far qqrq qR^ qft ^ttfcT qq snurfar 

Fflfaq W'fcTTfarT F? ?(t -FTFlfacT FFYT^ faiq faRJcT FTPTcT STFgp F^t 11 

qFTqTTF) q5) cfartFF-T Pf'oTTc-ft % qtFvR, F^ ’ft qF> % FTFTcT sqt^ qRJrT FPT^ 3 
FffaFT?qT ?) qrf) f faff) qJTTTT FTFT A FFf^m 'Tiff faFT FFT # I ^ %rfcT ’f, ?FT HTfaFR^T 
ft) ppf?rm f 5) qrqgrTRTT ^f efr ^ ^btfr arqqT fajfa 3 ft ?tqr i ?faffaf ftt ff cfa offerer qcffp 
F^f FfFT fa eftt'c) qtcT (FTf^TfT ^TFF'f) ^ 55/- '( r )F4 nRl Tft.F. qICg^F) fR]F faqi FTlai t Ft? 
rlFR FFTTF Fff FIFF/Fft FF <fttef FRF Ft) qq ^ FFT F^f ?f qTFTrf) I 5d<}) 3TeTTTTT, qf?T FF 

ftffff> qq q-irg ffft ffpj^f % q«FF qq Frq/FTFT 3r anenq qq Ffq qqf % faq qfr q^pf % 
FTT FTfapqF 3 t ■gSTTF ^ 3TgFR 11 

(vl). ffai'i A Fqqr«q F®qf ^ w FF?n £ fa ^Wf3) A qffqq 3Ffa ftt qidiqid ffwt f \ ftft 
qqfqr f) vrrrq'ft, f*t ?qr ffj 3t farq ftft qf fft gqr q>q3 3r qq faFiq faqi ft ttfrit 

ti 

(vii). effeffa) 3 ftf^ft qq fatrfqF ft) 3 Ffarq, 2001 t) ^farpf) rfft qTTg wf ft Fgrfy faqr 
11 FF argqfF FTTf^rq faFT FFT ^ FFffa FF qqg 3> q'ffF'F>l FT) aTFfW qfaffa 3> 3T£f)F FFTq 
qfsp) % FTFgq qffqq ^Ffa F5) qFTTfar qqf qq ffpr-t qrq3 qf) arg/rfer qFFf 3f 3 gqq #1 
3)3)3) grqT ff arqFTq ftp) t) fifif 3 qfcTFfaFT f) pff ^stt t, qqffa FerrgpF qq 

qqmfacT qq t) ff t) fr fr ^ft 3Tfaqs ?)3fi ftt f^rfa 3r FtFqrq, ff qTfaFRF 3)3)3) 3? 
qqqnF ft) 3 FFFq, 2001 3 ^3 ftt3) fftf t) 3pjFtfaT frft 1 1 
8. qftFTFFTFq, Fq^Tt) FqqF) 3 fff faFTq-farqf 3? ftfr qq ff qrfaqpF qffqq 3 f)f f 3 ftf^pf qq 
55/- qrqq qfa 3 ).f. faerffar ftp) 3t 3)3W 3t ffcttf w qrgqfqq ffctt # affq Fqgqrrq 3 F3qq, 2001 3 
^3^13) qqrq ^3 3)3)3) qf) qq) 3r ftf 3 TfafeiF frft 1 1 


qq Thc-ir, ftff 
[farm iii/i v/i43/2002/3Tqrr. j 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the27th September, 2002 

No. TAMP/8/2002-TPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
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of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Tuticorin Port Trust about fixation of 
wharfage rate for. Copper Anode as in the Order appended hrcrto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/8/2U02-TPT 

The Tutlcorin Port Trust - - - - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 20th day of September 2002) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) about 
fixation of wharfage rate for Copper Anode. 

1.2. The TPT has proposed to fix the wharfage rate for Copper Anode at Rs.55/- PMT 

based on the wharfage rate applicable at present for Copper Concentrate. In its proposal for a general 
revision of tariffs, the TPT has proposed a 10% increase in the existing tariffs. Accordingly, the 
wharfage rate for Copper Anode Is proposed at Rs.61/- PMT in line with the wharfage rate proposed for 
Copper Concentrate. 

2.1. The TPT has made the following main points in Its proposal: 

(i). Copper Anode was shipped through this port for the first time in 1998. Since the rate 
for this cargo did not exist at that time, the wharfage was collected @ 0.3% advalorem, 
classifying the said cargo as 'Items not otherwise specified’, applicable to break bulk 
cargo under schedule ‘B’. 

(il). The wharfage rate worked out to Rs.230/- PMT approximately by applying the 
advalorem rate. This appeared to be too high as compared to the wharfage rate 
available in schedule ‘A’ of the Scale of Rates for any other cargo (charged on 
tonneage basis). 

(lii). M/s. Sterlitie Industries (India) Limited (SIL) have requested the port to fix the wharfage 
rate for Copper Anode at Rs.42/- PMT by classifying It as "Items not otherwise 
specified" applicable for bulk cargo under 1 schedule ‘A’ of the Scale of Rates. 

(iv) . The existing wharfage rate for Copper Concentrate, which Is a raw material, is 

prescribed at Rs.55/- PMT. In the light of the fact that the wharfage rate for a finished 
product cannot be lower than that for a raw material, the Port has proposed to fix the 
wharfage rate for Copper Anode at Rs.55/- PMT as applicable to Copper Concentrate. 

(v) . The proposed wharfage rate of Rs.55/- PMT was approved by the Board of Trustees of 

the TPT on an experimental basis subject to approval of the TAMP for the proposed 
shipment (expected to be handled by M/s. Sterlite Industries during the first week of 
November 2001; but, not handled till the date of submission of this proposal). The 
differential amount, if any, arising due to fixation of wharfage rate by the TAMP was 
proposed to be paid by the shipper within 15 days from the date of notification of the 
Order by the TAMP in the Gazette of India. 

2.2. This proposal was approved by the Board of Trustees of the TPT vide Resolution 
number 91 dated 3 November 2001. 

3 . Subsequently, the TPT vide its letter dated 13 February 2002 has sought approval of 
this Authority for fixation of the wharfage rate for Copper Anode with retrospective effect from 3 
November 2001. 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of the TPT was 
circulated to various concerned bodies/representative bodies of port users for their comments. The 
comments received from them are summarised below: 



The copper ore is Imported as a raw material; and, if a raw materialis converted into any 
finished product of greater refinement It has to be levied wharfage charges less than the Ore. 
The logic Is inverted here to state that the rates cannot be less than what is imported. 
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Sterllte Industries (India) Limited (SIL) 

(I). At the present, road freight of Rs.1350/- PMT (for door to door) is being paid for 
transporting Copper Anode to its own plant at Silvasa; and, the transit time is mereiy ' 
days. 

(ii) . The port had levied an advalorem wharfage rate which worked out to Rs.230/- PMT on 

the first parcel of Copper Anode dispatched through the TPT in the year 1998. The 
wharfage rate levied was high; and, hence nothing was dispatched by sea thereafter. It 
is now exploring to transport Copper Anode by the sea route provided the wharfage 
charges are minimum. 

(iii) . The wharfage charge Is the same for ferrous and non-ferrous metals in the other major 

ports. The wharfage rate for Iron and Steel Is prescribed as Rs.35/- PMT. Since no 
rate is specified for non-ferrous metal, Copper Anode may also be charged the same 
rate of Rs.35/- PMT, it being a non-ferrous metal. This will encourage movement of the 
cargo and bring in additional business and revenue to the port. 

(iv) . Since the existing Scale of Rates does not prescribe any wharfage rate for non-ferrous 

metal, it had also requested the port to fix the wharfage rate for Copper Anode at 
Rs.42/- PMT as applicable to ’’Goods otherwise not specified". 

(v) . A representation has been submitted to the TAMP for classifying Copper Concentrate 

under ‘Ores and Minerals’ for the purpose of charging wharfage rate. The wharfage 
rate for its raw material Copper Concentrate which is presently prescribed at Rs.55/- 
PMT shall, therefore, not be considered for Copper Anode. 

(vi) . The Port may be directed to refund the differential wharfage collected @ Rs. 55/- PMT 

for the trial shipment of 1000 MT dispatched during January 2002. 

Indian Chamber of Commerce and Industry (ICCI) 

It endorses the proposal of the TPT to fix wharfage for 'Copper Anode’ at Rs.55/- PMT. 

All India Chamber of Commerce and Industry (AICCI) 

(i) . The wharfage charge for both ferrous and non-ferrous materials are the same; and, 

hence, the same rate of Rs. 35 /- PMT for Iron and Steel may be considered for Copper 
Anode also. 

(ii) . Copper Anode Is a non-ferrous metal. Since the wharfage rate for non-ferrous is not 

prescribed in the SOR, Copper Anode may be classified as "Goods otherwise not 
specified” for which the tariff prescribed is Rs. 42 /- PMT. 

(iii) . The wharfage for Copper Concentrate cannot be the basis for fixing wharfage for 

Copper Anode since the classification of Copper Concentrate Is under dispute. The 
representation in this regard is under active consideration of the TAMP. 

(iv) . Coastal transportation of Copper Anode through the TPT can be a reality only if the 

cost Is economical. 

(v) . The request of M/s. SIL to fix wharfage charge for Copper Anode at Rs.35/- PMT is 

justifiable. It meets the category classification; and, hence, may be conceded. 

Federation of Indian Mineral Industries (FIMI) 

Its members have no comments to offer on the TPT proposal. 

5 . 1 . The comments received from the various port users were forwarded to the TPT as feed 

back information. 
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5,2. In response, the TPT has offered the following main points: 

(I). The rates are based on cost of rendering services and the principle of what the trade 
can bear. The contention that a reduced wharfage rate will be an ideal proposition for 
a free port is not relevant. 

(ii). The import duty and duty drawback are Issues connected with policies of the 
Government. The Port’s wharfage charges are not related to it at all. 

(iil). The fact that the wharfage rates for ferrous and non-ferrous metals in other ports are 
one and the same is not relevant in its case as the cost of rendering the service and 
the composition and volume of cargo are different amongst various major ports. The 
comparison of the wharfage rates of Iron and Steel with that of the Copper Anode Is, 
therefore, not acceptable. 

(iv) . The proposal for fixation of the wharfage rate for Copper Concentrate at Rs. 55 /- PMT 

was based on the rate prevalent In the Chennai Port Trust in 1997. Hence, the 
contention that the above rate is not acceptable does not merit any consideration. 

(v) . The proposal to reduce the wharfage rate of Copper Anode from Rs.230/- PMT (based 

on 0.3% advalorerrf) to Rs.55/- PMT by treating it as a bulk cargo reflects the desire of 
the port to improve the coastal trade. The request for a further reduction is not justified 
as the same will dilute the port’s earnings to recover the costs. 

(vi) . The decision of the Authority with respect of the provisions of Section 48 and 49 of the 

Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 for refund of excess charges collected by the port will be 
complied with. This shall be done based on the rate approved by the Authority. 

6. A joint hearing in this case Was held on 6 June 2002 at the TPT. At the Joint hearing, 

the following submissions were made: 


Tutlcorin Port Trust 


(i). Copper Anode was earlier charged @ 0.3% advalorem. This worked out to Rs. 230/- 
PMT which was considered high, This was proposed to be reduced to Rs. 55/-PMT so 
that it can go from Sterlite Industries (Tuticorin) to Silvasa by coastal vessels Instead of 
by road. 


(ii). We will discuss about volume discount. May be something can be worked out for the 
next general revision. 


M/s. Sterlite Industries Limited 


(i). Wharfage of Rs, 55/- PMT Is not attractive now. We will continue with road 
transportation, But, accept the TPT proposal, it may become relevant to us at some 
stage. 


(ii). We can discuss with the TPT about increasing volume in the context of our expansion 
plans for the smelter plant. May be some volume discount arrangement can be worked 
out. 


(iii). Even today we are Interested in volume discount. It Is there In our representation. Why 
wait till the next revision? 


7 With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this case, 

the following position emerges: 

(i). The wharfage schedule of the TPT does not contain a specific entry for Copper Anode. 
In the event, this commodity has been subjected to payment of wharfage under the 
residuary provision In the wharfage schedule. Since the ad valorem wharfage rate for 
a residuary item is very high, the TPT has proposed a fixed per tonne wharfage rate for 
Copper Anode, 
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(li). The background explained In the proposal of the TPT shows that the SIL has been 
requesting for fixation of the wharfage rate at Rs.42 PMT for Copper Anode by 
extending the residuary rate available in the Scale of Rates for bulk commodities. It is 
not clear whether Copper Anode can be classified as a bulk commodity. 
Notwithstanding such doubt, it does not appear reasonable to go by a residual entry in 
the wharfage schedule when a specific entry for the commodity Is proposed to be 
Introduced. 

(III). The SIL has quoted the practice obtaining at some other port trusts of giving the same 
treatment to ferrous-and non-ferrous materials for the purpose of levying wharfage 
charges. There Is nothing on record to show that such a practice flows from an 
authoritative decision of any competent authority. It may merely be a co-incidence at 
the other ports. Further, on several earlier occasions, this Authority has held that the 
norms, concepts, principles, and approach of tariff setting can (and, must) be uniform 
across the major ports; and, Individual rates need not (and, cannot) be the same. That 
being so, treating ferrous and non-ferrous on the same footing for levying the wharfage 
rates at the TPT does not considered to be necessary. 

(iv) . A representation filed by the SIL about classification of Copper Concentrate for the 

purpose of levying wharfage Is being dealt with as a separate case. In that case, for 
stated reasons, this Authority could have rejected the representation of the SIL and 
ordered continuance of the existing wharfage rate for Copper Concentrate. But 
because of a ‘direction’ from the Government about not adjudicating in Individual 
cases, this Authority will not be able to finally consider that case. Notwithstanding this 
position, It has already been proposed, in the case relating to general revision of tariffs 
of the TPT, to Introduce a suitable volume discount scheme for Copper Concentrate. 
Even under the proposed volume discount scheme, the wharfage rate for the first slab 
will continue to be the old rate l.e., Rs.55 PMT. 

(v) . Even though, In Hs response, the TPT has argued that the proposed rate Is based on 

cost of rendering services, It has not furnished any detailed costing to Justify the 
proposed rate. Given the accounting system at the major ports, we also realise the 
difficulties In furnishing the cost details for one commodity which Is not handled In any 
significant quantity. In this situation, this Authority may have to go by the 
reasonableness of the proposal and Its own judgement. The argument of the TPT that 
the raw material (Copper Concentrate) is charged wharfage at Rs.55 PMT and the 
wharfage rate for a finished product cannot be lower than the rate for a raw material Is 
found to be reasonable. Further, Introduction of a per tonne rate of wharfage Is In line 
with the suggestion of this Authority to have rates for more Items based on 
weight/volume Instead of being ad valorem. 

(vl). The facta available on record indicate that the traffic of Copper Anode at the TPT Is 
negligible. When sufficient volume builds up, the issue of Introducing a volume 
discount scheme for this commodity can be taken up for consideration. 

(vil). The TPT has requested for fixation of the wharfage rate with retrospective effect from 3 
November 2001. This request has been made since ft has already allowed Copper 
Anode handling at the proposed rates Instead of continuing with the classification of the 
commodity under the residuary entry. This approach adopted by TPT has, In fact, 
benefited the shipper since the ad valorem rate would have been atleast four times 
higher than the proposed rate. In view of this position, this Authority Is Inclined to 
approve the proposal of the TPT with retrospective effect from 3 November 2001. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority approves the proposal of the TPT for fixation of the wharfage rate for Copper Anode 
at Rs.55 PMT and amends the Scale of Rates of the TPT accordingly with retrospective effect from 3 
November 2001. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT. JIMV/143/2002/Exty.] 
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